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Detailed Action 

Response to Amendment 

Claims 1-47 are pending. This action is in response to the RCE received August 
17, 2007. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-47 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Keresman, III et al. (US 7,051,002) in view of Itakura et al. (US 2005/0010488). 

Re claims 1 and 19, Keresman et al disclose a system and method for 
processing an electronic payment transaction ( figs. 2-3. col. 3. line 11-15. line 30-34) . 
comprising: 

an interface (i.e. 100, comprises interface module 102) for receiving a request for 
processing the electronic payment transaction ( col. 5. line 66 - col. 6. line 14 ) from a 
payment terminal ( 50. col. 5. line 25-33 and line 58-65 . i.e. the payment request is the 
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checkout transaction initiated by the consumer/cardholder at his/her computer terminal 
50 upon completion of a purchase transaction. The payment information will be 
processed by the request layer 110, see col. 9. line 65 - col. 1 0. line 6 ) the request 
including a format type (col. 6. line 4-14. i.e. a plurality of different payment types ): 
and a processor ( 200, col. 7. line 22-65) for: 

determining the format type of the request ( col. 6, line 67 - col. 7. line 5. 
col. 10. line 47-63 ): 

identifying a host computer configured to process the determined format 
type; and transmitting the request to the identified host computer ( col. 5, line 41- 
45. col. 10. line 47-63. Keresman et al disclose that because of the different 
types of payment, the formatted message will routed to the issuing entity i.e. 
"host" for authentication ). 

However, Keresman does not explicitly teach from among a plurality of 
predetermined second format types and from among a plurality of host computers, each host 
computer being configured to process at least one of the predetermined second format type. 
On the other hand, Itakura discloses from among a plurality of predetermined second format 
types and from among a plurality of host computers, each host computer being configured to 
process at least one of the predetermined second format type (para 25-26. 0031-0034. 0068. 
0103-0104. 0111. and 0118-0123: figs. 1. 13-14. 18. and 21) . Itakura the host computer of 
the store is connected to the message distribution system through the private line. He 
discloses the information provider is administered by a so-called World Wide Web provider, 
and is connected to a plurality of host computers through the Internet (World Wide Web). 
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The information provider is also connected to the payment system through a private line. 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to enable a plurality of 
predetermined second format and a plurality of host computers to process at least one 
of the predetermined second format type in order to transmit the credit card information 
in secure manner by a private network. 

Re claims 2 and 20, Keresman et al also disclose the processor (200, see also 
discussion w/r to claim 1) is further configured for receiving a notification from the 
identified host indicating whether the request is approved ( col. 10. line 63-67. col. 11. 
line 1-20 ). Keresman et al disclose that the processor "MAPS" 200 receives enrollment 
status confirmation from the issuing entity i.e. "host" regarding a consumer/cardholder), 
and transmits this confirmation message to the merchant's server 100, i.e. the interface. 
Hence, it teaches that a non-confirmed message about enrollment of a 
consumer/cardholder sent by the issuing entity to the merchant's server 100 constitutes 
an error message as claimed. 

Re claims 3 and 21, Keresman et al also disclose the interface (100, see 
discussion w/r to claim 1 above) is further configured for receiving a notification from the 
identified host indicating whether the request contains an error message (col. 10. line 
63-67, col. 11. line 1-20 1 Keresman et al also disclose that the issuing entity i.e. "host" 
transmits a confirmation message about the enrollment status of a consumer/cardholder 
to the merchant's server 100, i.e. the interface via the processor "MAPS" 200. Hence, it 
teaches that a non-confirmed message about enrollment of a consumer/cardholder sent 
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by the issuing entity to the merchant's server 100 constitutes an error message as 
claimed. 

Re claims 4-5 and 22-23, Keresman et al disclose an authentication process 
wherein the processor is further configured for sending the notification to the payment 
terminal (See discussion w/r to claims 3 and 21 , col. 10, line 63-67. col. 11, line 1-29) . 
Keresman et al disclose that the processor "MAPS" 200 receives enrollment status 
confirmation from the issuing entity i.e. "host" regarding a consumer/cardholder and 
transmits this confirmation message to the merchant's server 100, i.e. the interface. 
This enrollment confirmation status message is ultimately being relay to the 
consumer/cardholder via the merchant's server 100 web page). 

Re claims 6 and 24, Keresman et al disclose formatting data i.e. payment 
transaction requests into specific message format such as XML, and transmitting these 
formatted data over HTTPS protocol ( col. 6, line 54-56. col. 7. line 1-7 V Data packets 
having header information as claimed are from the XML formatted data transmitted over 
HTTPS protocol. 

Re claims 7 and 25, Keresman et al disclose the processor "MAPS" 200 adapted 
to encode i.e. process/format message data into XML, and to transmit these data over 
HTTPS protocol ( col. 7, line 47-50. col. 8. line 12-14 ). Encoding header information is in 
the processing/formatting of message data into XML format to be transmitted over 
HTTPS protocol. 

Re claims 8 and 26, which further recite the header information is encoded using 
an Extensible Markup Language, see discussion w/r to claims 6-7 and 24-25 above. 
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Re claims 9 and 27, in Keresman et al, the request for processing the electronic 
payment transaction relates to authorizing the transaction (see discussion w/r to claim 
1 . The authorization of payment is carried out through the authentication process 
between the merchant's server i.e. interface and the issuing entity i.e. "host" via the 
processor 200 "MAPS". See col. 10, line 53-67 for example). 

Re claims 10 and 28, in Keresman et al, the request for processing the electronic 
payment transaction (see discussion w/r to claims 1-9 and 19-27) is the process of 
settling the transaction ( see also col. 5. line 66 - col. 6. line 14) . 

Claims 11-18, 29-36, and 42-47 have been analyzed and rejected w/r to claims 
1-10 and 19-28 above. 

Re claim 37, Keresman et al disclose computer and server to facilitate the electronic 
payment processing system and method. Hence, a serial connection is an example of a 
USB (universal serial bus) connection. 

Re claims 38-40, Keresman et al disclose the same internet protocol as claimed 
( col. 5. line 58-65V TCP/IP is in the internet protocol. 

Re claim 41, Keresman et al disclose processing electronic payment requests 
over the internet (see discussion w/r to claims 1 and 38-40 1 Hence, accessing the 
internet necessitates a modem. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thu Thao Havan whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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